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Our free society is made possible by the dissemination of truth for which a free press is essential. Much of the daily 


ress, news weeklies and radio cater to the material and sensational, 


yielding to the many pressures that play upon narrow provincialism and national prejudices. Thus political fanaticism and self-defeating military extremism threaten to displace sound democratic 
practice and a rational defense system. The mass media, therefore, are not adequate for the lay mind which would maintain its dedication to Christian citizenship and to truth. For this more discern- 
ing public, Between The Lines presents selected reports, analyses and forecasts, highly condensed and drawn from the most authoritative sources, which provide a greater insight into the crucial 
issues of the day. This effort is dedicated to the belief that only as our society is motivated by Judaic-Christian concepts of truth can we avoid the violent changes inherent in war and communism 


and move forward out of the tribalism of men towards the brotherhood of the Kingdom of God. Anything less will be dangerously inadequate in the nuclear age. 





“What Can I Do?” 


A new movement to intercede in 
suicide cases has arisen in church 
circles in England. A group known 
as the “Samaritans” was founded as 
an unofficial Christian order in 1953 
by Rev. E. C. Varah, vicar of Old 
St. Stephen’s in London. The Sa- 
maritans’ telephone number, Man- 
sion House 9000, has become well 
known as the spiritual equivalent 
for Britain’s famous police emer- 
gency number, 999, which suicide- 
bent Londoners have dialed for 
many years in a last desperate effort 
to contact some human voice before 
taking their own lives. Many of 
these police calls have simply noti- 
fied the police where to find the 
body. But when a distracted indi- 
vidual dials MH 9000, machinery is 
promptly started to draw the tor- 
mented person away from the brink. 

The Samaritans who stand ready 
to serve include business executives, 
bankers, clergymen, housewives, 
psychiatrists, lawyers and _ physi- 
cians, all of whom are known only 
by number. Which of these is called 
upon depends on the needs of the 
particular case. Most potential sui- 
cides need spiritual help, so the ma- 
jority of the members are devout 
Christians, trained and ready on the 
instant to bring to the troubled per- 
son a reawakening of spiritual ob- 
ligations and opportunities. One re- 
cent case involved a young husband 
who played with a switch-blade 
knife while being persuaded not to 
kill his young wife who had been 
unfaithful to him and then to take 
his own life — his counselor was a 
young married secretary familiar 
with the dilemmas of young homes. 

In the United States, Alcoholics 
Anonymous — working on some- 
what the same principle —is well 
organized. But perhaps the Samari- 
tans might fill an equally useful 
function here as our churches sense 
the larger avenues of service that 
are open in our increasingly com- 
plex and difficult modern society. 











X-Ray and Forecast 


ITH U. S. SATELLITES ALOFT, it is obvious that Russia’s seizure 

of propaganda and scientific leadership last fall was by default on 
the part of U. S. political and military leadership. Costly and absurd rival- 
ries in our armed services — along with distorted values both political and 
moral — have unnecessarily and unfairly discounted our great country and 
its unparalleled resources, human and material. 

DURING THE FUROR OVER THE SPUTNIKS four months 
ago, we quoted from eminent scientific sources that the U. S. had not been 
outstripped by Soviet science in any lasting or important way. The sputniks 
were dramatic but incidental to the long pull. Moreover, British and U. S. 
scientists had achieved something actually outranking the sputniks — in 
the first successful fusion of hydrogen under laboratory controls. Yet this 
achievement was minimized by our political and military leadership, as well 
as by most of the press, because of the hysteria over sputnik. 

U. S. SCIENTISTS urged, as we emphasized at the time, that the 
tremendous importance of this nuclear advance be given appropriate pub- 
licity so that the exaggerated sputnik fears might be eased, and the place 
of American science vis-a-vis Soviet science be brought back into a ration- 
al perspective. Only lately have the perspectives been corrected — with the 
orbiting of the initial U. S. satellite and the belated recognition of the sig- 
nificance of the controlled fusion of hydrogen — but too late to counteract 
the immense propaganda gain Moscow has already garnered. (This has 
additional meaning as rumors flood Washington at the present writing that 
Moscow is readying new rocket-sputniks of dimensions far outclassing 
U. S. experiments.) 


UR COUNTRY MUST LEARN A LESSON from this — or suffer 

severe penalties: While we plunge on in the development of calami- 
tously costly weapons that we dare not use, U. S. leadership ignores psy- 
chological, economic, diplomatic and moral weapons by which we might 
combat Communist prestige and power in the most important areas of its 
strength. This failure shouts for attention on several fronts: 

(1) The achievement of hydrogen fusion even now is being left 
flat by U. S. leadership. Yet most of the world on both sides of the Iron 
Curtain is hungry for cheap power. Many impoverished areas have little 
chance of marked progress until inexpensive power becomes available for 
industrial production. If U. S. leadership should hold up the promise to 
the world of abundant cheap power, we would gain incalculable advan- 
tages in the contest with communism. Here is the place for a real crash 
program to win all-out success and leadership regardless of cost. Instead, 
the control of hydrogen fusion will get pennies compared to the billions 
poured out for suicidal missile warfare that can win us nothing but death. 

(2) The destruction of the Hungarian freedom revolt placed in the 
hands of the West a most devastating weapon against the Moscow dictator- 
ship. The U. S. was flooded with news and photos of Hungary’s suffering, 
for the dispatches were helpful at that time in boosting U. S. military ap- 
propriations. But we did almost nothing with the same materials in the 
areas where the cold war is most tense. Congressional leaders and other 
Washington officials who make big noises about the dangers of communism 
not only made little effort to exploit the propaganda meaning of Hungary’s 


cruel suppression but continued at the same time to hack away at the very 
(continued on NEXT page) 





Journey Into Light 


. . is the title of Charles A. 
Wells’ new book which includes 
144 pages of fresh factual mate- 
rial revealing: 

How the conflict between dog- 
ma and truth has been the deci- 
sive force in human progress for 
nearly 2,000 years; how only a 
devotion to the supremacy of 
truth will give man mastery over 
chaos and destruction in the nu- 
clear age; how only a return to 
first century Christianity will as- 
sure the supremacy of truth. 

Forceful, interpretive illustra- 
tions by the author. A beautiful, 
hard-cover book, produced by 
one of America’s most famous 
book designers. The price, $2.50 
postpaid. 

Mr. Wells will personally in- 
scribe to you and autograph each 
copy ordered before the date of 
publication, March Ist. Send in 
your order today to assure re- 
ceiving a first edition, inscribed 
copy. Order from Between The 
Lines Press, Box 269, Demarest, 








New Jersey. 





How It’s Done 
Certain scientists are being quot- 
ed as sources for the most alarming 
and warlike statements. For when a 
physicist or electronic engineer de- 
votes his talents to weapons, he 
must of necessity accept the military 
viewpoint. Thus when he is quoted, 
his statements are drawn out of the 
atmosphere of the military extrem- 
ism prevalent today. This is no 
doubt the reason that, with rare ex- 
ception, all the great theoretical 
physicists, astro-physicists and phil- 
osopher-physicists long ago with- 

drew from military research. 
This situation explains why the 
U. S. News and World Report (Jan. 
31) played up an interview with 


Dr. E. A. Johnson, Director of the 
(continued first col., NEXT page) 








How It’s Done 
(continued) 

top-secret “Hopkins Report,” “a 
secret study of the U. S. peril.” For 
in this interview Dr. Johnson made 
several statements that would not 
be countenanced by any of the great 
physicists or first-rank sociologists 
or historians. “The U. S. must spend 
billions more so the Soviet will not 
attack us,” warns Johnson. “. . . We 
will be attacked if we are so weak 
as to invite attack. And the U. S. 
will be that weak unless we are sure 
of having enough . . . to clobber 
them in return.” 

The entire Communist doctrinaire 
— which guides all Soviet policy — 
is ignored in such statements, for 
there is not a single page or para- 
graph that directs or even implies 
that the Communists should win 
any war by invasive military assault 
upon other countries or by the 
thrust of Russian armed might. The 
interview with Dr. Johnson gives 
no hint of a recognition that the 
Communist plan of conquest is cen- 
tered on a skillfully designed pro- 
gram of infiltration, subversion, vio- 
lent revolution from within. Rather, 
Dr. Johnson slumps into cliche la- 
bels, calling the Russian people bru- 
tal and ruthless — “they are a brave, 
courageous, insensitive, brutal and 
ruthless people. They are not Amer- 
icans and they don’t think like 
Americans.” 

Such generalizations sound strange 
indeed when they come from a sci- 
entist, for they recall the illiterate 
phrases that were used so loosely 
during World War II to describe 
both the Germans and the Japanese. 
(Yet millions of GI’s, when the war 
ended, discovered that Germans and 
Japanese were just people — and 
thousands of our boys married Ger- 
man and Japanese girls. Anyone 
who has traveled widely in Russia 
will testify to the intelligence, kind- 
ness and hospitality of the Russian 
people: they think, love, fear, suffer 
as do all peoples; because of their 
heterogeneous background, they are 
much more like Americans than 
the peoples of most other foreign 
countries. Their great literature. art 
and music speak well for them.) 

If the interview with Dr. Johnson 
had specified that the Communist 
hierarchy was the brutal and ruth- 
less element, but that the Russian 
people were courageous, brave and 
worthy of some effort on our part 
to help them overcome their tyrants 
without destroying all Western civ- 
ilization, then it would have sound- 
ed more like the thinking of a really 
great scientist — like Albert Ein- 
stein, Max Born, Enrico Fermi and 
the others who gave us the nuclear 
age. But then, if he thought on this 
elevation, Dr. Johnson would not 
be serving the military —and the 
U. S. News would not have found 
his words so suitable to their pages. 


X-Ray and Forecast (continued) 


U. S. agencies that provide our only propaganda outlets in strategic neutral 
areas of the world — U. S. Information Services, Voice of America, etc. 

(3) Battering down the Iron Curtain by educational, cultural, scien- 
tific and religious exchange programs is all but ignored. Western observers 
in the Soviet testify to the decisive influences visible in Russia from con- 
tacts to the West. The Kremlin has been compelled to hold up promises 
to the Russian people of a better life and improved living standards. The 
exchange visits of farm specialists visibly sharpened the Soviet agricultural 
crisis. The renewed efforts to increase the U. S.-Soviet educational and 
cultural exchange recently inaugurated by President Eisenhower get little 
support from the political and military figures who make a profession of 
being anti-Communist. In fact, some of these figures are already undermin- 
ing the President’s exchange program. 


HAT DOES WIN SUPPORT? What projects to oppose communism 

do stir enthusiasm? Here is the quickest way to put it: anything that 
takes large sums of the taxpayer’s money. Weapons and military materiel 
unerringly fall into that category. Billions have been squandered with an 
indifference and irresponsibility that has repeatedly shocked Congressional 
investigators. 

THE LATEST CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEE EFFORT on 
this subject was a report from the House Committee on Government Oper- 
ations, prepared by subcommittee chairman, Rep. Fascell (D., Fla.). This 
106 page document lists the billions of dollars that are being wasted on 
U. S. armaments, charges the Pentagon with pouring out arms assistance 
for political rather than just military reasons, resulting in “tremendous 
financial loss.” The subcommittee found many instances of “planes without 
anybody to fly them, vehicles without gasoline to run them,” equipment 
rotting in foreign ports or on military bases. It listed a wide range of spe- 
cific cases which hurt the interests of the American taxpayer and negate 
our influence abroad. 

SEVERAL BILLION A YEAR will be wasted when guided mis- 
sile production is in full swing, warned a Congressional panel last fall 
(under the chairmanship of Rep. G. H. Mahon of Texas) which examined 
the military budget and urged the White House to unify the armed services. 
(BTL, Nov. 1.) Rep. Mahon charged that “inordinate rivalry and jealousy 
in the armed services is costing the taxpayer billions annually” and that 
with the drive for all-out guided missile production, the loss from the 
duplications and mismanagement caused by interservice rivalries, the 
hasty, ill-conceived planning, and the sheer waste would soon total $10 bil- 
lion a vear. Yet the loudest anti-Communist political and military voices re- 
flect small concern over this drain on our nation’s strength. At the same 
time they will cut down our vital propaganda agencies, oppose Federal aid 
to education and other programs that weigh heavily in our conflict with 
communism, because “of the need for economy”! Acquaint yourself with 
the record of your own representatives in both the House and Senate—and 
make your convictions known to them. 


HIS TIE BETWEEN PROFLIGACY AND ARMAMENTS is seen 

most vividly in the aircraft industry, which, as it takes over missile 
weaponry, becomes the main body of the whole defense program. At the 
time the first sputniks flashed across the sky, U. S. plane production had 
been slowed down somewhat by the GOP economy drive. Hence, after 
sputnik, our aviation industry, alert to any opportunity to increase its lag- 
ging production, moved into action. Army and Air Force Generals and 
Navy Admirals took the stand. And then top executives of the major air- 
craft corporations, which are now the chief missile manufacturers, moved 
into the limelight with warnings that this country stood on the edge of hell 
unless immense expenditures were promptly poured into the missile-aircraft 
industry — which they own! Nothing is being said about the billions wasted 
recently in aircraft production, the lumbering B-36’s, the jets that were 
hastened to completion, ill-planned and finally junked; the millions wasted 
on surpluses of airplane parts shipped to foreign bases where they were 
neither ordered nor needed. (See the Fascell Committee report.) “And 
theyll do it over again on a much greater scale with missiles,” warned 
Chairman G. H. Mahon of the Congressional panel on military expendi- 
tures whose reports have received so little notice in the press. 

MILITARY AVIATION, now the missile industry, has become 
the biggest of big business. It maintains powerful lobbies in Washington, 
manned by former civilian Government employees or top brass from the 
armed services who have ready access to all inner chambers, to doors de- 
nied even to the representatives of the people. The Air Force itself is al- 
loted $816,667 annually to promote “public relations activities’ — which 
means to get appropriations for Air Force weapons and to keep public 
support behind these projects. The missile-plane manufacturers are repre- 

(continued on NEXT’ page) 


We Are Not Alone 


We have received much com- 
ment about our reports on Unarmed 
Defense — a thesis which is grow- 
ing in the minds of millions who 
live outside the U. S. and Russia 
and look upon themselves as the 
likely and helpless victims of the 
frenzied war preparations of the So- 
viet and the U. S. With all systems 
of armed defense becoming suicidal 
—a fact freely conceded by mili- 
tary authorities — the only logical 
course for the human mind is to 
speculate on the methods of possi- 
ble defense which would exclude 
mass slaughter. Unarmed Defense 
is of special concern to the Chris- 
tian mind — or we make mockery 
of the teachings of Jesus. 

We concede that this is thinking 
into the future but that is the par- 
ticular task of Between The Lines. 
But is such thinking so radical or 
revolutionary? Many eminent re- 
ligious, political and even military 
men of note are also beginning to 
think in this direction, although such 
speculations are taboo in most po- 
litical, military and press circles. As 
we have pointed out, this approach 
is not pacifism as pacifism is usually 
understood, for many who are pon- 
dering Unarmed Defense believe 
that the state should maintain a ra- 
tional system of armed defenses 
against disorder and violence pro- 
moted from within. This is impor- 
tant, for communism actually plans 
conquest by that method rather than 
by mass assault or by the armed in- 
vasion pictured by the alarmists. 

We often hear it said that good- 
will will not work among the Rus- 
sians. The London Friend (a Quak- 
er weekly) reports from authentic 
Quaker sources in East Germany 
that a grim Russian Army officer, 
with two armed guards, sought the 
services of a Quaker dentist. While 
the dentist worked on the officer’s 
aching molar, the guards stood with 
fingers on triggers. The dentist 
thought, “This officer is more afraid 
of me than I am of him.” 

When he had cared for the offi- 
cer’s tooth, he asked the guards if 
they needed any dental work. One 
did. The officer, after making other 
appointments for himself, his wife 
and child, departed, leaving the 
guard unarmed in the chair and his 
comrade meekly seated, waiting, 
their guns stacked in the corner. 
The officer came back, unarmed and 
alone. for his other appointments. 
His wife and child also came unat- 
tended. Thus a professional man 
opened a wide door into the mind 
of the conqueror. And all civilized 
men agree that the purpose of mod- 
ern war is to change the enemy’s 
mind; otherwise war is pointless 
savage slaughter. 

Some of our readers have writ- 


ten to praise this Newsletter’s cour- 
(continued first col., NEXT page) 








We Are Not Alone 


(continued) 

age for “standing alone.” But we 
do not stand alone. It just seems that 
way — in the midst of the hvsteria 
and pointless alarm that fills so 
much of the press and radio. We 
quote below a few of the many 
voices which are demanding that 
more constructive approaches be ex- 
plored and that more resources and 
attention be poured into these con- 
structive approaches: 

The Pope of Rome has on nu- 
merous occasions called for a more 
Christian attitude on the part of 
Christian nations. The N. Y. Her- 
ald-Tribune carried a headline on 
Dec. 23, “Pope appeals for Slow- 
Down in Arms Race.” 

Sir John Slessor, Marshal of the 
British Royal Air Force, former Air 
Chief of Staff and one of the world’s 
most distinguished airmen, recently 
challenged the blind drive towards 
mass slaughter weapons. He asked 
the U. S. to consider with more 
sympathy the proposals for a with- 
drawal of all foreign occupational 
forces from central Europe and for 
the establishment of a neutral zone. 
While Marshal Slessor does not ar- 
gue for Unarmed Defense, he does 
press for the first steps toward dis- 
armament which our Government 
has so far refused to weigh. 

Lester Pearson, Canada’s great 
statesman and Nobel Peace Prize- 
winner stated, “The time has come 
for us to make a move, not only 
from strength, but from wisdom and 
from confidence in ourselves; to 
concentrate on the possibilities of 
agreement, rather than on the dis- 
agreements and failures, the evils 
and wrongs, of the past. It would 
be folly to expect quick, easy or 
total solutions. It would be folly also 
to expect hostility and fears sudden- 
ly to vanish. But it is equal, or even 
greater folly to do nothing; to sit 
back, answer missile with missile, 
insult with insult, ban with ban.” 

We have often described guided 
missiles as bringing us to an insane 
dilemma of hair-trigger mass de- 
struction. On this subject, here are 
the words of Lloyd V. Berkner, dis- 
tinguished physicist, Admiral (U. S. 
Navy, Retired) and member of the 
President’s Scientific Advisory Com- 
mittee: “The instability of the arm- 
aments situation can only grow 
worse if present technological trends 
continue and no political controls 
are devised. As large numbers of 
fast-flying missiles come into the 
possession of both sides, ready for 
use. critical command will tend to 
devolve to lower and lower eche- 
lons. To some extent this is already 
occurring. If we are going to be 
able to retaliate effectively it will 
become less and less practicable to 
assemble the Congress or even for 
the President to be consulted when 


missiles with the ultimate destruc- 
(continued third col., THIS page) 
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X-Ray and Foreeast = (continued) 


sented by the Aircraft Industries Assn. with a budget of $1,500,000 a year. 
The AIA boasts that it is “vigilant on legislation and regulations affecting 
the aircraft industry.”” No doubt. The AIA head is a former four-star Gen- 
eral of the Air Force, Gen. O. R. Cook. 

DEFENSE DEPT. FIGURES show that the industry collected over 
$7 billion in 1956 which about equals the annual military-aviation budgets 
during World War II. The plane-missile billionaires began with nothing 
and were financed from scratch by the Government. The Hebert Congres- 
sional subcommittee in the House, investigating aviation matters, brought 
to light in their 1956 inquiry that twelve of the leading plane companies 
had received tax amortization privileges totalling $370 million between 
1950 and 1957. These firms are using about $9 billion worth of Govern- 
ment-owned plants and equipment — but they keep the profits. Their own 
total investment is less than $400 million, most of which came from re- 
tained profits. The Hebert subcommittee revealed that over 75 per cent of 
all plane manufacturing is military with several of the largest companies 
concentrated almost 100 per cent on military orders. “They’ve got to keep 
the war orders coming big or make painful readjustments,” stated a veteran 
Washington newsman. (For more details of missile-aviation industry, see 
articles by Al Toffler in the Nation, Nov. 30 and Dec. 7.) 


AIRCRAFT OFFICIALS are highly paid—receiving from 
$125,000 to $200,000 a year and more. Some get much more (from bo- 
nuses and lush expense accounts). The twelve largest — Boeing, Douglass, 
Bell, Convair (General Dynamics), Lockheed, North American, etc. — 
paid out $9,830,000 to their handful of chief executives in 1955. “These 
companies and their executives devote nearly all their time to Government 
work and are really Federal employees,” points out the Toffler articles in 
the Nation. “But who else makes that kind of money around Washington?” 
In 1956 the twelve largest companies earned a net, after taxes, of $156 mil- 
lion, according to the AIA’s report. These are industry’s figures and prob- 
ably overconservative. 

THE AIRCRAFT INDUSTRY’S GRIP ON THE PENTAGON 
and the Government at large is revealed by the number of top military 
figures who are now executives at air plants. Gen. I. C. Eaker is chief at 
Douglas. Gen. J. T. McNarney heads Convair. Boeing has over 60 former 
U. S. air officers on their management payroll. Rep. Hebert’s Congression- 
al subcommittee warned that so many high-ranking retired military chiefs 
have moved over to aircraft payrolls, “fresh from the opposite side of the 
desk,” as to create a “doubtful atmosphere.” The subcommittee left no 
doubt about the way strategic policy was influenced by this close tie be- 
tween the military and the billion dollar air industry. 


ONSIDER THIS: Many Generals and Admirals have told Congress 

that the U. S. is in no condition to face modern nuclear war. And the 
nuclear age is ten years old with over $300 billions having been spent in 
eight years to make us ready. When pressed for an answer to this riddle, 
Gen. J. M. Gavin, the top weapons expert who left the Army because of 
“frustrations,” explained that the money just “never gets where it’s needed.” 
(Washington Post, Jan. 29.) Others say the same. Obviously much of this is 
due to the military profligacy we have already discussed. What causes the 
indifference and irresponsibility all up and down the uniformed lines that 


incur these losses? 
(continued on NEXT page) 


We Are Not Alone 
(continued) 

tive power are seen flying toward 
us. Effective retaliation must be in- 
stant indeed. Who at that moment 
will hold the fate of the world in 
his hands? In the face of such de- 
generation of command, agreement 
on effective forms for the control 
of absolute weapons is the alterna- 
tive to ultimate destruction.” 

Dr. Edwin T. Dahlberg, new 
president of the National Council of 
Churches and long a forthright ex- 
ponent of Christianity in action, ad- 
dressed the Council’s triennial gen- 
eral assembly in St. Louis thus: 
“What the world needs instead of 
‘massive retaliation‘ — which is a 
feverish philosophy of bomb for 
bomb, rocket for rocket, sputnik 
for sputnik — is ‘massive reconcili- 
ation.’” His suggestion can hardly 
be called “popular” but there is no 
answer to his assertion that “the 
gospel of Jesus knows nothing of 
retaliation! It must be reconciliation 
on a world scale. It cannot be just 
a patchwork business of making up 
petty little quarrels here and there.” 
He urged concentration on “eco- 
nomic aid, the reduction of arma- 
ments, the honest exchange of news 
as well as the exchange of visiting 
delegations.” Dr. Dahlberg spoke 
in behalf of the best leadership in 
American Protestantism. 

Gen. Omar Bradley in a recent 
convocation address in Washington 
declared: “The central problem of 
our time is how to employ human 
intelligence for the salvation of man- 
kind. For we have defiled our intel- 
lect by the creation of such scien- 
tific instruments of destruction that 
we are now in desperate danger of 
destroying ourselves. Our plight is 
critical and with each effort we have 
made to relieve it by further scien- 
tific advance, we have succeeded 
only in aggravating our peril. As a 
result, we are now speeding inexor- 
ably toward a day when even the 
ingenuity of our scientists may be 
unable to save us from the conse- 
quences of a single rash act or a 
lone reckless hand upon the switch 
of an uninterceptable missile. For 
twelve years now we’ve sought to 
stave off this ultimate threat of dis- 
aster by devising arms which would 
be both ultimate and disastrous . . . 
Missiles will bring anti-missiles, and 
anti-missiles will bring anti-anti- 
missiles. But inevitably, this whole 
electronic house of cards will reach 
a point where it can be constructed 
no higher. At that point, we shall 
have come to the peak of this whole 
incredible dilemma into which the 


world is shoving itself. . . . Is there 
any way to halt this trend? . . . I be- 
lieve there is a way out... if we 


will only come to the realization 
that it must be worked out — what- 
ever it may mean even to such 
sacred traditions as absolute nation- 
al sovereignty.” 








Rome or Constitution ? 

The author, Andre Fontaine, re- 
ports asking Sen. John Kennedy 
(D. of Mass.), a likely candidate for 
President in 1960, this question: 
“Senator, if you were running for 
President, we would want to have 
one question answered before de- 
ciding to vote for you. Conceivably 
there could be a situation in which 
the dictates of your church and the 
demands of your country would 
conflict. In such a case, where would 
your higher loyalty be?” 

Kennedy obviously had thought 
through his answer. “In the first 
place,” he said, “I can’t think of 
any issue where such a conflict 
might arise. But suppose it did; no- 
body in my church gives me orders. 
It doesn’t work that way. I’ve been 
in Congress for ten years, and it 
has never happened. People are 
afraid that Catholics take orders 
from a higher organization. They 
don’t. Or, at least, I don’t. Besides, 
I can’t act as a private individual 
does; my responsibility is to my 
constituents and to the Constitu- 
tion. So if it came to a conflict be- 
tween the two, and not just a per- 
sonal moral issue, I am bound to 
act for the interest of the many.” 
(Red Book, Nov. ’57.) 


British Health Program 

Britain celebrates the 10th anni- 
versary of the National Health Serv- 
ice this year and the controversy 
over “socialized medicine,” always 
vocal in English communities, is ex- 
pected to find many echoes in this 
country. The American Medical 
Assn. is ever alert to denounce any 
praise of the British health system 
and to magnify criticisms. Few Eng- 
lishmen claim that the National 
Health Program has been a glitter- 
ing success. Nonetheless, British 
doctors, hospital staffs and most of 
the 50 million patients, while com- 
plaining noisily and continuously 
about the shortcomings of the sys- 
tem, have no idea of giving it up. 
National Health has become a part 
of an Englishman’s way of life al- 
though he does hope for improve- 
ment. Doctors claim they are over- 
worked and underpayed. Hospitals 
point to the waiting list for beds and 
the patients complain about the 
crowded doctors’ offices, the waiting 
lines and hasty consultations. Yet 
97 per cent of the population use 
the service — although any _indi- 
vidual is free to get a doctor of his 
own and to receive individual treat- 
ment — and 95 per cent of the doc- 
tors and 94 per cent of the dentists 
are serving in the system. The 


charges by the American Medical 
Assn. that the British health pro- 
gram is politically dominated are 
false, for all medical and hospital 
supervision is under the control of a 
medical board completely dominat- 
ed by medical men. 


X-Ray and Foreeast (continued) 


Isn’t it because the men in uniform, most of them inadequately 
paid, know that at the top those who make the weapons and equipment 
are reaping profitable harvests in the same system which the men in the 
line feel exploits them? Can we ever have a conscientious performance 
down the line, where all the leaks must be plugged up, when there’s no 
conscience at the top? 

IF THE RUSSIANS WERE PREPARING TO ATTACK and 
conquer this country, mountains of special equipment would be required 
— air carriers to command the air and sea approaches to this continent. 
They have built no air carriers. A vast Soviet sea transport system would 
be needed to carry men, tanks and military supplies; yet Russia, a land 
power, has built but a miniature merchant marine — less than Norway 
or Sweden. To protect their sea lanes of supply they would need fleets of 
battle cruisers and destroyers. In all such sea arms they possess only one- 
fifth the U. S. Naval forces — not including those of our allies, Britain and 
France. (See Jane’s Fighting Ships annual.) The weapons Russia is pre- 
paring in large quantities — missiles, submarines and warplanes — are all 
retaliatory weapons, production of which has been paced to our own in- 
crease in long-range striking power. Since the Communists are not pacifists, 
is not the Soviet military development a normal one? (Pentagon publicity 
and press stories always speak of Russia’s submarine fleet as over 500 
submarines and our own at about 100 or 150. Why lie to the American 
people? All authoritative naval records reveal that at least half of the 
Soviet’s submarines are short-range coastal vessels. And, including our sub- 
marines in mothballs, we have nearly 300.) 

WHEN THOSE VOICES SOUND THE WARNING that Russia 
is preparing a military conquest of this country with no scrap of evidence 
submitted that a build-up for such an assault is being mounted (and it 
would take many years to do this), we venture to say that history will some- 
day label this as an era of vast self-deception, similar to that which per- 
mitted the people of Germany to accept the theses of Hitler. 


ERE IS THE HEART OF THE HYDROGEN RACE — which 

means far more for the future of mankind than rockets and missiles. 
The fusion of deuterium, an isotope of hydrogen, occurs in nature at the 
inconceivable temperature of 400 million degrees centigrade — and higher. 
The U. S. and Britain are neck and neck in this development, creating fu- 
sion for infinitesimal particles of time at temperatures of five to six million 
degrees. But they are far from producing a self-sustaining reaction. France 
and Russia are both working strenuously at the project but have only at- 
tained devices that operate at the one million degree level. The U. S. and 
Britain are rushing on to take a giant step forward, hoping to make a 
break-through. The U. S. is building a 50 million degree centigrade “C- 
Stellarator” at Princeton and expects to have it operating in 1960. The 
British now say they will boost the temperature of the present apparatus to 
15 million degrees and prepare a design for a 100 million degree unit soon. 
It is known from statements made in Britain in 1956 by the famous Rus- 
sian physicist, Igor Kurchatov, that Russian research teams are working 
on fusion and have achieved some success. But the U. S.-British lead is be- 
lieved to be substantial. 


HE U. S. IS NOT BEHIND on intercontinental ballistic missiles. This 
is the firm conviction now among military leaders in Washington, de- 
spite the alarums sounded by others and no matter what space satellites 
are launched. During the last week of January, Secretary of the Army W. 
N. Brucker, Deputy Secretary of Defense D. A. Quarles and other high- 
ranking officials issued statements that were ignored by most of the press 
and radio in which they reasserted the conviction that all intelligence avail- 
able indicates the U. S. to be “on a par” with Russia in all developments 
of the ICBM’s and to be ahead in those fields of scientific research that 
have the most far-reaching importance. (Washington Post, Jan. 25 and 27.) 
The satellites, no matter what size, are rockets. The real effectiveness of 
the ICBM is not in its thrust upward but in the perfection of the mechan- 
ism that carries the remaining missile, completely detached from the 
rocket, across the globe to the target. The U. S. has put the emphasis on 
these electronic devices, believing this part of the problem more difficult of 
attainment than the roaring thrust of the big-bellied take-off rockets. 
Granted that it is an extraordinary mathematical and mechanical feat to 
place the satellite in the exact and prescribed orbit, “the warhead must 
be directed and controlled with even more precision to its final split second. 
The satellite goes on by natural law,” commented a leading U. S. weapons 
scientist. 
New Pentagon wisecrack about nuclear weapons, “If it works, it’s 


obsolete.” YX. Va JE. 








Russia-China Tensions 
Relationships between China and 


Russia will inevitably become 
strained by growing population pres- 
sures. This can be projected by ex- 
amining the present friction be- 
tween overpopulated Red China and 
Burma, where the population den- 
sity is much less and there are food 
surpluses. This same population 
pressure is building up as crowded 
China bulges along the borders of 
the vast sparsely settled Soviet Si- 
berian territories. Although the Pe- 
king Government is encouraging 
birth control, population growth 
will not level off until millions more 
are crowding against Siberia. 
Seldom in history has it been 
possible to restrain population mi- 
grations across land frontiers from 
crowded countries into thinly popu- 
lated areas. The Chinese have al- 
ways been a thrifty, skilled and law- 
abiding people who prosper and 
usually become dominant in the 
business communities where they 
migrate. This, however, creates re- 
sentments, and U. S. diplomats in 
Asia believe that tensions between 
Red China and Russia will soon be 
felt and that the West could, with 
wisdom, exploit these difficulties 
between the Communist states — to 
the advantage of the free world. 


About References 

Whenever possible, Between The 
Lines indicates the sources of our 
reports. There is of course some in- 
formation from sources which we 
cannot in fairness disclose, but 
much of our most important mate- 
rial is of record and can be readily 
substantiated. We refer to these pri- 
mary sources (documentary records, 
research reports, etc.) when they are 
easily available to the average read- 
er — that is, at most large public or 
university libraries. When we refer 
to a secondary source (a well-known 
periodical or leading newspaper, 
noted for its unbiased reporting), it 
is because the primary sources are 
not likely to be easily accessible to 
the average reader. Thus, we often 
direct our readers to the files of the 
New York Times because not only 
is it regarded as one of the most re- 
liable newspapers of record but be- 
cause it is the only newspaper of its 
type which publishes a full up-to- 
date index which is available in 
most large libraries. Its files are, 
therefore, in reach of most readers. 

The books we mention are usual- 
ly to be found in the reference 
rooms of large libraries, or these 
libraries can borrow these volumes 
for you from other libraries. Book 
stores as a rule carry only current 
books, or standard reference works, 
hence to obtain books published in 
other years it is usually necessary 
to depend on a library. A book that 
is “out of print” may still be a 
valuable source of information. 


